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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 08 November 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application A proper reoiv to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may on!y be either: (1).a timely filed amendment which places the application in 

PERIOD FOR RFPi Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) ^ The period for reply expires 3.months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever Is later In no 

event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 C FR 1 . 1 36(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) and the appropriate ©(tension fee 
^7 npp? 1 -^^'^ the da e for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee under 
Z r 7 IS calculated from: (1 ) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in 

iir^temSt.ju'S's^^^^^^ 

1. n A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifvina the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

30 Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable If submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5.13 The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or cM request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Shsat 

6.n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7.13 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)M will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 11-19. 40-48. and 50-53 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: _ 



8. n The drawing correction filed on is a)^ approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement{s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D other: 
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tn T '^°T P'^'=« application in condition for allowance because: Applicant argues Campbell Yin and Yudin fails 

IJonf 'T^'^ ' """'^'''^f ' ^^"^'^ ^^"'"9 " '^y^^ °ther features as recited in instant claim 1 1 Jor a number of 

Annn r^*"^^^' "\P^«^'°"^ y f «t te^^f^es the exact same range surface flatness and transmission flatnerrequSmenfe as 
f/.^ 1 [I'',"""^ two substrates and using photocurable polymer adherents (col. 9. lines 45-60 of Campbell) CamieTaS 
teaches the article ,s used m optical systems including prisms, beam splitters, lenses, m rrors. etc. and used in hlgraSc data storaae 
systems having the same flatness requirments see col. 12. lines 31-64. A difference in the stmcture is tharAppNcS's add a ? ' d ^ 
r»mnS 'f TT^ duplication of parts as previously set forth and not patentably significant in view of ?he prbr art Again see 
Campbell's patented claims 1 , 3. and 4 and the Abstract. Another difference is adding a reflective layer However he prinVirand 
Sl'^f '^'TT "^"""^y^^^d optics, the teriary reference was not used to teach multilaye^r optSSes bSt tT^e me^e 
addition of a reflective surface in the optical technology for producing a three-dimensional type holograms 3-D ho Srams rS^L at 
different angles Again, see col. 3, lines 50-55, col. 8. lines 34-46, and also col. 8. lines 18^8 of Yudin Yin ^^as S uTed to teach 
aminating multilayer optical articles use photopolymers as the adherent, the sam^ as Applicant. Campbell sZesfs^ be 

It Ji^^fr' nT*' '".""^'"3 P"""'- ^"'^ ^^^"^ «P"««^^- '"deed reflect light. Yudin tSes whenTsing reflZ^^^^^^ 

matenals. the result is a 3-D type hologram reflecting light differently. Applicant claims diffracL grating which ?udh? also Reaches ^ 
SmntT r T ^"T T'^' '"'^'"^'"Sy ^^"^^*'"9 "g^^t- see the Abstract of Yudin Tplican^argui t^^^^^^^^^^^ 

Campbell teaches a bow value that it is not combinable with Yudin because they disclose different structures TWs araL Jnt is no^^^ 
persusasive because Campbell teaches the essential elements of the structure. Yudin again was only Ssed to shradrq re Lctile 

S^ZZZ^fr^l" '"T T'" maintained for reasons of rlcord Thu^ the appS phor art 

IS analogous art. the combination is valid, and success would be expected. me appiiea prior art 
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